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BEFORE THE POSTAL REGULATORY COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 

 

RANDALL EHRLICH, 
 
  Complainant. 
 
  

Docket No.: C2020-1 
 

THIRD DECLARATION OF  
RANDALL EHRLICH 

 
 I, RANDALL EHRLICH, being over 18, of sound mind, and having personal knowledge, 

declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that the following is true and 

correct: 

1. I have reviewed USPS’s answers to the Chairman’s Information Request No. 2 and 

offer the following responses. 

2. I find it concerning that USPS would submit a declaration from a manager (John 

Bell) who was not even present at the Annex in 2015 or 2016 (and did not begin working there 

until February 2017, per Bell Decl., ¶ 2), containing hearsay statements from an unidentified letter 

carrier and failing to submit the actual alleged complaints, nor even a declaration from her. The 

PRC should disregard his declaration for that reason alone.  

3. As my attorney points out in his responsive brief of today’s date, USPS can 

continue to claim multiple dogs acting aggressively yet offer no admissible evidence of same, and, 

in fact, misstate them to the PRC, putting aside that on a motion to dismiss, all of my allegations 

are to be accepted as true.  

Postal Regulatory Commission
Submitted 2/24/2020 3:16:55 PM
Filing ID: 112478
Accepted 2/24/2020
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4. I currently have a dog named Ilsa, who is depicted pleasantly interacting with a Q13 

reporter: https://q13fox.com/2017/10/30/decade-long-post-office-dog-hold-leads-to-federal-

lawsuit/ . I have had her for three (3) years. I do not own or possess any other dog who was 

allegedly threatening Voisine in 2015 (or at any other time.)  

5. Cookie, the dog from the initial complaint, was adopted out in July 2015 and, on 

information and belief, has actually been dead for years. 

6. While I have no recollection of any such incident, the only dog allegedly at my 

premises on August 8, 2015 was named Lilah, who I was fostering and has not been at my home 

for over four years. Indeed, my recollection is that I caused her to leave my residence and be kept 

by another foster in November 2015. Lilah has never returned to my home. I am given to 

understand that she was eventually adopted in July 2016.  Attached is a true, redacted copy of the 

adoption contract.  

7. There have never been any complaints (unfounded ones, at that) concerning any 

dog at my premises since the bogus August 2015 one described in USPS’s submission. 

8. To be clear, there was no delivery after Cookie was adopted out. Voisine had never 

been to my house after my mail was cut off except when my house cleaner saw her walking down 

my driveway. No other carrier has made an aggressive dog complaint. The safety inspector came 

out once and met Lilah. He petted her and there was no incident. Nor have I seen any report from 

Voisine or any substantiation (beyond her alleged misrepresentation) that there was one. 

9. In or about 2014, Voisine used to pet the German Shepherd I owned and had no 

issues. 

10. I relocated my mailbox to the fence, which was at least twenty (20) feet from my 

door. After doing so, I was then told it was insufficient. I never agreed to move my box to the 
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location they are claiming. See my first declaration of 2018, ¶ 5. It was only after I moved my box 

to the present fence location that they then asked that I move it even closer to the sidewalk. Line-

of-sight was only mentioned after I moved my box. 

11. Below are photographs that truly and accurately represent my front yard, side fence, 

and sidewalk. The second box I mounted (and from which I proved items were stolen just months 

ago) is ten feet, eight inches from the sidewalk and more than twenty feet from my front door, 

within its line of sight. Moving it 6’ closer, as USPS contends, would be practically at the sidewalk 

and make it an even easier target for theft. 
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12. As to the inanity of the District Policy, I ask the PRC to recall that Cookie was 

behind a closed screen door and metal gate and never tore the screen, surmounted the gate, or left 

my dwelling when Voisine claims to have been threatened by her. I direct the PRC to my letter to 

the Postmaster General of February 2017 (Exh. 6 to ChIR No. 2), where I again explain that there 

was a metal gate and closed screen door and that the dog barked at the sound of Voisine 

approaching but made no effort to breach the gate. Note that while I said “August,” nearly a year 
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and a half had passed before I authored this letter and recalled the Cookie interactions as having 

been in the late July timeframe. I did not intend to suggest that there was a different dog, or dog 

encounter, in the month of August. That said, the dog on premises in August left in November 

2015. 

13. Voisine harasses other postal customers with dogs by fabricating or exaggerating 

claims to get them to move their boxes to the street so she does not have to walk up the steps. She 

is using this overbroad District Policy as a pretext for laziness. 

14. Since August 2015, Voisine never had any interaction with any of my foster dogs 

or Ilsa, the dog I have had the last three years. 

15. I am gravely concerned by the historical harassment, including destroying 

mailpieces, throwing items into my yard, leaving opened cat food cans on my property, pointing a 

“finger gun” at me, and other documented misbehavior against others who have complained about 

her (e.g., physically assaulting a neighbor, pepper-spraying another neighbor’s window, being 

removed from the route of Hougardy), which USPS has conveniently ignored as a component of 

the discriminatory treatment I have endured by this carrier (and condoned by the Annex). Even if 

the PRC orders restoration of mail service, without a strong admonition that such harassment 

cease, Voisine will continue to bedevil me and frustrate mail service. I urge the PRC to find that 

continued service by Voisine is no longer feasible and will give rise to continued legal dispute. 

There were a few isolated occasions (less than I can count on one hand) in the last several years 

since mail service stopped when I found mail in my porch box. I believe that occurred because a 

substitute carrier delivered, proving that service to my door is not only safe and reasonable, but 

performed without need of that carrier to invoke this questionable District Policy. 












